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EDITORS' NOTE-1971 * 
This first issue of Environmental Affairs is the product of ideas 
first talked about in the fall of 1969, just prior to the rush of debate 
on the environment. Since that time, the intensity of the debate 
increased sharply, but has fallen off. Ecology has become for some 
time now a word familiar to everyone affected by the national media. 
It is no longer, however, as it was during that fall, a subject of 
everyday conversation. The unquiet debate has had its effects. Var-
ious legislative bodies have acted, research committees have been 
formed, Detroit has been prodded to action, politicians have made 
thousands of speeches and television networks have aired their spe-
cials. Our journal has been a long time coming. In it we hope to 
continue this debate. 
Environmental Affairs is designed as a multidisciplinary scholarly 
journal which seeks to develop further an intelligent interchange on 
the recognition and solution of environmental problems. Its publi-
cation is predicated upon the belief that environmental degradation 
will continue, despite the rising public awareness of the peril, unless 
enlightened research and opinion developed within the varying dis-
ciplines of learning and scholarship is made available to all. Far too 
frequently, much imagination remains inert and much initiative is 
lost because of the intellectual isolation of lawyers, scientists and 
other professionals. It is necessary that individuals no longer confine 
themselves to scholarly literature in their own fields. Environmental 
Affairs seeks to remedy the inadequacies of separate disciplinary 
structures and keep all its readers advised of significant related 
developments in other areas of learning. 
There are two popular opinions of the environmental problem 
which, one dares to say, are universal in their acceptance. They are 
that environmental issues in the abstract are popular, unifying and 
non-partisan, and are expensive, divisive and "political" when hard 
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solutions are suggested. Noone would deny the truth behind this 
pair of assumptions--everyone can see that already the concerned 
interests which harmonize on generalities are entrenching them-
selves on specifics. A predictable but disturbing example is the 
recent rash of magazine commercials sponsored by Humble Oil Com-
pany which manages to praise all environmental endeavors in general 
while defending the specific conduct of its own offshore drilling af-
filiates. Examples of this kind are so numerous and evident that no 
listing of them is required to prove the point. 
Two more truisms have been betrothed in the popular mind: that 
the cause of environmental dispoliation is man's shortsighted, pro-
fligate and ill-considered use of his world; and that his existing abuses 
should forthwith be curtailed and suppressed at all costs. To this 
coupling, let us admit this impediment. We object on the ground 
that the second of these notions is fundamentally inconsistent with 
the first. 
Nothing is more evident than the fact that our civilization has 
seriously miscalculated the effect of its impact on the structure of 
the environment. However, rash action without due regard for its 
consequences is fundamentally inconsistent with the belief that en-
vironmental abuses themselves stemmed from man's inconsiderate 
conduct. The very persons who charge lack of care in the conduct 
creating the abuse often are not disposed, in any way, to tender the 
same degree of care to solutions which they advocate. 
Examples of such rash action are numerous. One recalls the pres-
sure brought to bear on large oil companies to discontinue the use 
of tetraethyl lead as a gasoline additive. In the rush to remove a 
supposed evil, due consideration was not given to the chemical which 
was to replace it. Consequently, today there are nagging doubts 
about the additives which now are substituted. Another example 
might be the constant and successful opposition of environmentalists 
to the construction of new power plants on rural sites with the 
inevitable construction of even larger power plants in the already 
polluted urban areas. In this case, the understandable aversion of 
environmentalists to permitting a new polluter into their community 
often results in greater overall harm since power companies are 
forced to expand intracity plants, the enormous output of which is 
so concentrated that noticeable efforts on weather patterns and 
attendant air pollution are generated. 
Obviously, these two examples raise very serious questions about 
the nature of the problem. One the one hand, immediate action is 
gravely needed in many areas. On the other hand, however, this 
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action must be well considered if it is to be in harmony with the 
philosophy behind the environmental movement. The main point is 
that rational consideration of the consequences of each act is essen-
tial. In this regard, -we necessarily include consequences not envi-
ronmental in nature. 
If we may be permitted one final example, let us consider another 
view which has gained considerable popular currency. This is the 
suggestion to use the tax laws to effect a solution to the population 
problem. To us, this approach seems misdirected. Its goal is to affect 
reproduction of the low income population on the grounds that par-
ents in this social strata cannot adequately support large families. 
It ignores the fact that changes in our income tax law cannot affect 
such people simply because they pay little or no income taxes, are 
not mindful of tax incidents, and, like members of other social 
classes, do not adjust their most personal activities to tax policies. 
It further ignores the purpose of the existing income tax deduction 
for dependents which, is to compensate for parents and guardians 
for the support of dependents, not to encourage the acquisition of 
more dependents. (If anything, our present deduction is already a 
disincentive.) On the whole, the suggestion is unsound and untena-
ble, but the enthusiasm or despair or rashness which spawned it is 
everywhere present in the environmental movement. We would 
hope, in the pages of this journal, to present articles on all aspects 
of environmental problems and their solution in order to provide a 
balanced and well-reasoned position designed to foster, rather than 
foreclose, debate. 
We include in this first editors' note a plea for communication from 
our readers in the form both of comment on articles published herein 
and of original works. Someone recently compiled a list of words the 
use of which might be avoided without too great a sense of loss 
aroused in others. "Interface" was, we believe, included in the list-
ing. The word "forum" should have been included. Nevertheless, in 
the final analysis, we must say here that Environmental Affairs is 
intended to be a forum: A forum for the interchange of research, 
opinion and commentary of scientists of various disciplines, admin-
istrators, planners, educators and lawyers. The list is not intended 
to be exclusive. We invite your response. 
